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Ihe meeting was called to order at 3,10 p.m.
AGENDA ITEM 79 (continued)
DEVELOPMENT AND INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC CO-OPERATION
(c) REVIEW AND APPRAISAL OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SUBSTANTIAL NEW PROGRAMME OF

ACTION FOR TEE 1980s FOR THE LEAST DEVELOPED COUNTRIES: REPORT OF THE

SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/45/695)

Mr, SWE (Myanmar): A decade ago the international community awoke to the
plight of the least developed countries, and at the first United Nations Conference
on the Least Developed Countries adopted the Substantial New Programme of Action
for the 19803 for the Least Developed Countries. This was an acknowledgement that
those countries, because of the nature and degree of the structural handicaps
impeding their national development, deserved special international attention and
support to help them achieve self-sustained development:,

As we stand or the threshold of a new decads and take stock of the situation
in tﬁo least developed couxtries, we find that the need to activate growth and
development in these countries remains as urgent and pressing as ever. The 1980s
have often been labelled as a lost decade for the developing countries, and this is
espscially true for the least developed countries. Despite the implementation of
the Substantial New Programmo of Action, the growth rate of the gross national
product.of these countries between 1980 and 1987 was only 2.3 per cent snnually.
This was some 33 per cent lower than the corresponding average during the 1970s.
This led to negative per _capitas growth rates, since growth of gross domestic
product was unzble to keep up with the population growth of 2.4 par cent. Even
more serious is the fact that food production failed to match population growth,
During that peried, per capjLa food producticn declined by 0.8 per cent per annum.

The same situation prevailed in industry and in the manufacturing sector, whose

output, in per capjita terms, declined by C.2 per cent arnually over the same
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period. There has also been a drastic reduction in the domestic savings of the
least developed countries. On the investment front, the volume of investment
per capita fell for the majority of least developed countries by an annual average
of 5.5 per cent. A dismal picture of the least developed countries emerged during
the 1980s, throughout which national and international action was supposed to be
undertaken in accordance with commitments under the Substantial New Programme of
Action.

The development crisis in these countries is gererally attributed to an
unfavourable external economic environment and, in some cases, to national
problems, in addition to the innate structural constraints, which greatly hamperad
the ability of the least developed countries to exploit their economic potential.

The least developed countries have fully accepted the fact that the primary
responsibility for their growth and development rests with them. Many countries
have adopted major policy reforms and quite a number of them have carried out a
structural transformation of their national economies.

Against this background, I wish to apprise this Assembly of my country's
experience during the decade of the 1980s. The Union of Myanmar, until the
midpoint of the decade, was abla to achieve reasonable growth rates, on average
§.8 per cent per annum. Thereafter, the econromy began to falter. Siace our
exports consist mainly of primary commodities, the slump in commodity markets and
the adverse terms of trade have had a far-rcaching negative impact on the aconomy.
A shortfall in export earnings resulted in a contraction of our imports, including
capital gcods and raw materials needed for the industrial sector. It also brought
about a decline in public-sector investment. The result was a slowing down of our
growth rate to 2.8 per cent in 1985-1986 and negative growth rates of,

respectively, -1.1 per cent in 1986-1987 and -4.0 per cent in 1987-1988,
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A3 a policy response to the deteriorating economic situation, Myanmar adopted
far-reaching economic reforms in 1988. The process resulted in the adoption of a
market-oriented economy.to replace the socialist economic system. The measures
taken included the removal of subsidies and price controls, and a reduction in the
general level of taxation for personal and corporate income. Furthermore, the
iaward-looking import-substitution policy was replaced by an outward-looking
export-promotion policy. The role of the private sector in the economic life of
the country has been enlarged. Domestic and foreign investment has been
encouraged. A foreign investment law has been enacted to provide legal protection
and a wide-ranging and attractive package of incentives to investors.

In order to bring the financial system into harmony with the new realities and
to promote new financial institutions, steps were taken to revamp the banking
system. The first of these measures was the establishment in September 1989 of the
new Myanmar Investment and Commercial Bank. This was followaad by the promulgation
of several laws: the Central Bank of Myanmar Law, which redefined the role of the
central bank in the monetary and economic policies of the country; the Financial
Institutions of Myanmar Law, which restructured the banking system to fulfil its
new role underx the market-oripnted economic system; and the Myanmar Agricultural
and Rural Development Law, which, by revanpiag the old law, allows greater
efficiency in providing banking services to rural areas.

These purposeful reform measures have resulted in improved economic
performance. The rate of growth of the gross dcmestic product increased by
7.4 per cent in 1989-1990, in contrast to a negative growth rate averaging
-5.5 per cent for the ptdcading threz years.

National policy measures such as those undartaken in my country can in the
long run tlourish only in a favourable external economic environment. The dismal

economic performance of the least developed countriag was to a large extent the
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consequence of adverse external conditions. Depressed commodity prices, worsening
terms of trade, tariffs and non-tariff barriers that impeded market access and
insufficient aid flows all contributed to this worsening state of affairs.

During the decade of the 1080s, terms of trade for the least developed
countries worsened at the rate of 3.1 per cent per annum. The resulting trade loss
of the least developed countries over that period was $1.5 billion. During the
period in which the Substantial New Programme of Action was in operation, real net
transfers to the least developed countries declined by more than 25 per cent. To
this must be added the dsbt problem, which was further aggravated by historically
high interest rates. To bring about economic growth and development for ths least
developed countries it is of vital importance to have a favourable international
environment, which would ensure, dnter alia, fair and remunerative commodity
prices, favourable market access, an increased flow of development assistance and
the solution of the problem of external debt.,

My delegation is greatly encouraged that all these factors were given proper
attentjon at the Second United Nations Conference on the Least Developed .
Countries. We welcome the positive outcome of the Couference and the emerging
spirit of co-operation, which enabled the Conference to adopt unanimously the
Programme of Action for the Least Developed Countries for the 1950s and the Paris
Declaration. The Programme of Action and the Declaration signalled the willingness
of the leaat developed countries and their development partnorsvto work together
urgently and effectively to arrest and reverse the detsriozation of the ecomomic
and social situation of the least daveloped countries. Taken together, the
Programme and the Declaration cover a wide range of areas in which action has to be
taken to revitalize growth snd development in the least developed countries. They
contain commitments on the part of che least develcped countries as well as by

thoir devolopmgnt partners.,
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My delegation is pleased to note that tha Programme of Action covers areas
that are of vital importance to the dsveloping countries: the external
indebtedness of the least developed countries, improved market access,
diversification of exports, commodities, and compensatory financing. We arc
gratified that the Programme of Action provides clear targsts for concessional
resource flows. In this regard we are especially thankful to those countries that
have already reached or surpassed Lhe target of 0.15 per cent of gross aational
product and have made further commitments to increasing their afforts and improving
their performancs. The commitment by France and Italy to the target of
0.2 per cent merit special mention.

The Paris Declaration and ths Programme of Action are of enormous significance
to the least developed countries. By adopting them the international comnunity has
agreed to comprehensive support measures which, if faithfully implemented, will
bring about internationally accepted minimum standards of anutrition, health,
housing and education for the people of the least develeped countries by the end of
the coming decade. It must be stressed hers that this daunting endeavour requires
that both the least developed countries and thoir development partners live up to
thoir respective commitments on the basis of shared responsidbility. It is a task
that should ba faithfully, conscientiously and vigorously carried out. The half a
billion people of the least developed countries who at present exist in a state of
abject poverty deserve nothing less.

Mr. HUSLID (Notway)s I have the honour to speak on behalf of the Nordic
countries: Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Swedea and my own country, Norway.

It is truly something of a paradox that prcbably no other group of countriss
has been the subject of such extensive studies as has the greup of ro-called least

developed countries. Numerous and voluminous dissertations have given us detaileg
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information and there are heaps of tables and statistics about these 42 poorest
countries, wvhich on the whole share one overriding feature: mass poverty, with all
its ramifications and consequences. Thus we know very well that the actual f£igures
for hungsr and malnutrition, for chiid mortality end dissase, for illiteracy and
lack of school facilities, in the least developsd countrias - to meation just a fow
parameters - are shockingly high, and considerably highsr thar in developing
countries as a whole.

If we look back, we sse that the recent growth in the least devalopsd
countries har beer highly inadsguate. Theirs growth rate has been consideradly
lower than that of the averags for developing countries, to say nothing of the
industriszlized countries. In a world characteriscd by rapidly increasing
integration and interdependence the loast devaloped countries have fallen further
behind in recent decades. The Substantial New Programme of Action for the 198Cs
for the Least Developsd Countries established an annual growth rate target of
7.2 per cont. The actuzl rate turned out to be no more than 2.3 per cent - in
fact, below the population growth rate of 2.4 per cent in the sams pericd and much
lower than the average rate of growth of develcping countries as a whole, which was
3.4 per cent. Thus - 2nd this is serious - the least developed countries, from
their very low starting-point, have experienced a per capita dscline in the past
decade.

It is true that, fortunately, thers has also been progress in many of the
least devaloped countries in sevaral fields. But what we have witnesssd since the
group of least developed countries was created in 1971 is the gradual aad
continuous marginalization of these countriss in the world eccnony. Asg an
illustration I might mention that in the 1970s the least developed countries® share

of world exports declirad from 0.8 per ceat to zbout 0.4 per cent - that is, by
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about half. Today it is only about 0.3 por cent. It is what the Preach call a
quantité négligaabie.

Furthermore, if we look forward we csn ses - and this is maybe aven more
serious - that unless radical chunges occur the future devolopment of the least
daveloped countries will prove te be highly unsatisfactory. Projections made by
the World Bank and others show that, on the besis of present indications and
assumptions, the least dsveloped countries will coatiaue to 1lag behind; inm fact,
myvof them will glide dackwards. It Sppearz that this wiil spply in particular
to Africa south of the Sahara, where 28 of the 42 least dsveloped countries are
locatsd.

The economic repercussions of the currant Gulf crisis heve also hit the weak
economies of the least daveioped countries ecpecially hard, further aggravating the
dsploradie trend of cconomic declina.

I should think that when remedics sre being considered - ag, of course, they
should be - it is clear to all that these cennot: consist of leaving everything to
market forces and general devolopment when it comes to solving the problems of the
least developed countries. With the initial handicaps and the weak starting
position of the least daveloped ceuntries, market forces, whan unchecked, temd to
operate against these countries. Consequantly, Governments must adapt conerete
measures - whather in the commodity sector, in trade or in monsy and finance - to
suppiement these forces.

It ought to be possible, if the will is there, for the world community, not in
wozrds buc in action, to come to the essistance of the least develcped ccuntrios.
In the ares of trade certain steps have already besn token by several developsd
countries, among them the Wordic countries, ss a part of the goreral system of

preferences. A great deal more could be dona, however, and it is worth recalling
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that in the Punta del Bste Declaration 211 countries participating ia the Uruguay
Round committsd thamsslves ¢o giving special attention to the trade probless of the
least developad countries.

Likewise, in the field of finance and transfer of resources, the least
devsloped countries' small dimensions in the total Picture ought to make possible
concessions that would mot cost anybody tco much. In this comnection it is rather
discouraging that the only reslly specific internstional target, thet of net
official dsvelopment assistance of at least 0.15 per ceat - or, after the Paris
Conference this autumn, at least 0.2 pexr cent - of the gross national product of
donor countriss, is met by very few countries. An additional effort by some bigger
industrialized couatries would not represent all that much in nominal figures but
would have a great impact on the recipient countries. It seems clear tkat cfficial
dsvelopment assistance, not private capital flows, must provide the bulk of

external develcpmont finance to the least developed countries.
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The debt problem of the least developed countries, which is crippling the
economy of several of them, is also rather small when looked at in a global
context. In 1988 the totsl outstanding debt of ého 42 least Aeveloped countries
stcod at some $70 billion, a doubling of the figure from 1982. For them this is a
very heavy burden, which in 1988 comstituted 72 per cent of their gross domestic
pProduct. In a global context, however, the sum is not particulerly iwpressive -
only some 6 per cent of the total debt of developing countries as a whole.

All in all, the problems of the least developed countrieg, of which I have
mentioned only a few, are staggering when looked at in a national framework, but
much less cverpowering when considered in a global context. This gives reascn for
hope. Even limited concrete - and I underline ‘concrete” - action and supporting
measures by the international community in favour of the least developad countries
are likely to have a considerable impact on the countries concerned.

It was against this background that the bulk of the world's nations met in
Parl; in September to assess the situation of the least developed countries and to
demonstrate their solidarity, through the international agreement on a new
Programie of Action for the 1990s.

The Nordic countries fully endoraed the Programme of Action, which is based on
the fundamental principles of shared responsibility and a strengthened partnership
for davelopment. The Programme clearly defines the role of the least developed
countries %iamselves as well as that of their developmen: partners.

I wish to highlight some of the policies and measures that we., the Nordic
countries, see as fundamental to the success of the Programme. As regards the

least developed countries themselves, the following areas must be given priority.
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Growth-oriented cconomic reforms remain esssntial. We beiieve that there are
possibilities for the least dsveloped countrise to cut their public secctor budgets
without directly hitting the most vulansrable groups. Large resources could, for
axample, be released from the militery budgets. According to the Human Dsvelopment
Report 1990, expenditures for military purposes in the dsveloping countries
represented 5.5 per ceant of gross domestic product in 19386, as compared with
4.2 per cent in 1960. This coasntitutes a considerabie proportion of the economias
of these countries, and particularly of the least devaloped countries,

Sound enviroamental policies are necessary to avoid degradation that will have
grave consequences, both for economi~ “avelopment and for living conditions.

Democratisation ard respect for human rights are scif-evident gosls in their
own right, but they can 2lso be well defended on ecconomic grounds. Ounly through
broad popular participetion, inciuding the incrsased integration of women in
sconomic, political and social life, can development policies succesd. At a recent
meeting of the Nordic Ministers of development co-operation, a statemzat was issusd
in which recognition of these facts was emphasized as a guiding principle for
Nordic development aszistance.

Notional efforts must be complemented Ly comprehensive extersal support
measures in the areas of financial flows - in particular aid flows, del“-relief
measures, trade and commodities.

We know that the laast developed countrieas rely overwhalmingly on commedities
exports. BEffective strategies in this field are therefore of paramount
importance. The opportunities of markets and the advantages of natural-rasources
endowments must de exploited more effectively. But markets need to be supplemented

by special assistance and intermational commodity co-operationm.
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It is the view of the Nordic countries that the secend window of the Common
Fund for commodities should now become operative as soom as poseible. Pledjes made
by doner countries must as a matter of course be hozourad. In its policies the
Common Pund must accerd prierity to commoditios of central isportances to the ieast
developed countries.

The Wordic countries would have liked to 38® 3 higher leval of commitment im
the Programme of Action with regard to targets for the trausfor of concessicnal
resources. Given the comprshensivs developsent needs of the leazst devalcopaed
countries and the rise in the number of those countries, thsre was every roascm to
increase the official development ascistance target as a percentage of gross
domestic product from 0.15 per cant to 0.20 per cent. WNevartheless, we hope that
the new commitments now undactaken by thoss donor counctries whose official
development agssistance trsnsfers to least developed countries are considerably
below the 0.15 per cent target will lead to = substsrtial incrsaze ia the flow of
conceseional finance to these countries in the course of this dscsds.

In the arans of debt, trade and commodities the zow Programme gives clesr and
concrete policy recosmendaticns. These should, as a matter of urgency, be
&ddressed in the appropriate international forums and transiated into action.

The Nordic countries believe that, om the basis of the new comprehensive
Programme of Action, with its many positive objectives, it should row be possibie
to move further in concrete terms im order to place the ieast developed countries

girmly on the path of growth and development.
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M. ERXZNANAVEKIX (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Zepudlic) {iatezpretation
from Russian): The Gensral Assexbly is now comeldering am issus of witsl
importence for half & billion people ia 42 1sast davelopsd couatries, which ncw
Fepresent the most vulnaradle pirt of the world comsmumity. Im the comcext of ths
achievements of modsrn scionce and techsology, the conditioms of social oad
economic impoverisiment in thoso countriec, whick ere experiencing 8 profound
development crisis. are totally unnatugal.

Wo have great sympathy with the least developed countries ag they foce their
complex prodlems. and we support their efforts to overcome the Aifficultias and
create conditions thst would snable thom to resolve the csrisis snd endurc stabie
dsvelopment.

Unfortunately., we have te sey that siuce the adoptiom iz 1981 of the
Substantisl Mew Programmc of Action for the 1980z for the Least Developed Couatries
& further 11 countriss have becn e8dsé to that group, and 20t Gme has dees dropped
from that category. Purthermore. as is borme out by stulies duss by thanited
Nations Conferenmce on Trade and Development (UFCTAD) and other boau‘. including
specialised agencliec of the United Hatiors, over the post decads tha geonersl
worsening of the crisis ia that saoctor of the world economy has corntizued, marked
by stagnation or a drop in the primery indicatozs for socisl and economic
dovelopment of the least developed countries.

As is noted in the Seczstary-Genarsi's report,

“despite naticnal and internatiocnal efforts ¢a bokalf of these csuntries, the

social anéd szonomic situation of the 1sast developed countrios as a whole
worgensd during the 1980s”. {A/45/69%. para. 13)
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The stutistics on the development of the sconor.'es of that group of States
lead us to conclude that the main purposes of the Substantial New Programme of
Action for the 1980s for the Least Deaveloped Countries cre today as far from being
implemcnted 23 they were at the time they were proclaimed.

For a number of reasons - among which are the historically extramely archaic
economic structures, the populatior problem, the insufficiant efforts of the least
daveloped countriss themselves, frequent natural disasterz, the colossal burden of
debt and the lack of internal reserves - this catsgory of States bears tha brunt of
the downswing in the world ecomomic situation. The complexity and gravity of the
crisis facing the least developed countries make it imperative that they atep up
their own efferts to overceme these Aifficulties and that the joint efforts of all
States be consclidated, irreapuctive of differences ia their pelitical and eccaomic
systems.

In this context, the Ukrairizn Soviet Socialist Republic welcomss the results
of the Second Unitsd Nations Conference on the Loast Developed Countries, held in
Paris in September. We asupport the Substantial New Programme of Action for the
1980s for the-Least Developed Countries, adopted by that forum, and the Parig
Declaration, which should become & politic;l guide for the international cosmunity
in implementing concerted action as it seeks to resolve this complex set of acute
protléms of underdevelopment. It is important, we feel, that all future activity
ir this area be built on a more solid basis reflecting the new realities of this
stage in the development of the world econcmy and international ecomomic relations.

Universal understanding of North-South, East-West interdependence is emerging,
making it imperative for a new type of responsible, equal partnership to replace
the 0ld pattern in which the rich helped the poor. Naturally, these new approaches
can be taken only if all participants in econonic world relations abide by

generally recognized norms of international relations, including recognition of the
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freedom of choice of the type of social and economic davalopmsnt, as well as
non-interference in internsl affairas, and autual bansfit. Ia ny delegation's
opinicn, the mutual responsibility of the least developed covntries and their
partners ror implementing the develcpment policies set forth in the Paris
Declaration is s guarantee that the Progrowme will bs implementad. We hope that
the increased efforts cf the least develcped couatries themselves to modernizs
their economies structurally by involving all stratez of the population in
implementing the necessary programmes, in addition to internationzl support for the
least developed countries in accordance with the Programma of Action for ths 1930s,
will help them to solve the problems of underdeveiopsant.

Here we attach great importance to the streagthening of multilaterzl machinery
for co-ordinating intermaticmal assistance to that gzoup of countries and within
and cutside the United Nations system. Despite the difficulties we face in
shifting to a regulated market sconcemy, to tho oxtent of its abilities the
Ukrainian Soviet Sccialist Republic is assisting the developing countries,
including the least developed countries, ia overcoming backwardness and
establishing and developing their own ecomomies. We have based our co=-operation on
equality and respsct for scvereignty. We are trying to make it mutuelly |
advantagaous. Today, the Ukrainian SSR exports goods to 82 developing countries.
Thousands of specialists from our Repubiic are working in the construction srd
reconstruction of a variety of economic facilities in thoss countries.

One form of our assistanco to tke developing countries, including the lsas:
developed countries, is the training of qualified people. Right now, mers than
20,000 citizens from the develcping countries, including the leact devalopad
countries, are receiving educatice in our couantry in 136 higher ard midale
educational institutions. For more than 20 years United Nations Industrizl

Developmeat Organization seminars and workshops on electric wslding and metallurgy
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have been held in the Ukrainian SSR. Throughout those ysars, mora than
15,000 specialists from 60 developing countries have improved their gqualifications.

The Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic is prepared in the future to develop
co-cperation with the lcast developsd countries in a wide varlety of areas. The
declaration of State sovereigaty, proclaimed this year by the Ukrainian Parlisment,
end the law on economic independance provide for a sarious restructuring of our
econosic machinery ar well as for a significant expansion of foreign trade. Today
there is practically no enterprisc, production unit or co-operative that does not
have the right to be participate independently in export and import ocpsratioans, in
industrial, scientific and technological co-operation, or in establishing joint
ventures. Accordingly, there cre wmore possibilities now for involving many of them
in carrying out projects, in providing coasultative services, end ia
sub-contracting in developing countries, which to a certain extent could help those
countries to resoclve this question that is being discussed today.

Mc. ZANDAMELA (Mosambique): I should first of all like to congratulate
and thank you, Sir, for taking a personal interest in and steering our
deliberations on the important agenda item under discussion. I also take thie
orportunity to extend my delsgation's sincere appreciation to the Sacretary-Gemeral
of the United Katlons, Mr. Javier Pérez de Cuéllar; to the Secretary-General of the
United Nations Conference on Trade and Dsvelopment, Mr. Kenneth Dadsic; and to the
United Wations Development Programme staff for their untiring dedication snd most
valueble coatributions throughout the long process of preparation and organisation
of the receatly held Second Uaited ¥ations Conference on the Least Developed
Countries.

I should alasc like warmly to salute all States Members of our Organization,
particularly those that participatsd actively in and lent their support to the

success of that Conference. Special salutations are addressed to the paople and
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Government of France for the magnificent hospitality thay accorded to all
participants and for their resolute commitment and useful input - which, all in
ali, contributed to a fruitful Paris Conference.

The world is currently witrnessing & procoss of swaeping dramatic changss. The
end of the cold war and of the ideological differencez that dividead East and West,
the cpening up of new possibilities for multilateral co-operation - espeacially the
strengthening ~f confidsnce buiiding among nations and the ever increusing rols of
the United Nations as tha guardian of peace in this process - and indeed the
positive trend towards greater collaboration in search of negotiated ssttlements
and solutions to regional conflicts, including the evolving process within South
Africa and southern Africa as a whole, are but a few concrets signs of the positiva
transformations in the intsrnational arena. However, we are saddered to note that
while considorable progress has baen achieved on the political front, efforts in
the area of international co-operation for developmant with a view te addresaing
the plight of the majority of the davelcping world are moving at a slow pace. The
goclo-economic crisis in those countries, particularly in Africa, contizues
ungbated.

The gap betwsen the developing countries and the industrislised world has
widenad considsrebly, with a growing ocean of poverty in sharp contrast to the
islands of affluence and prosperity that exist here and there in the world. This
disturbing phenomenon, if not arrested in time, carries within itself the sseds of
potential tension between North and South that could endsnger recent gains towards
world peace and sscurity, one of tho most precious goals cur generation is

committed to attaining.#

* Mr. Flores Bsrmudes {Eonduras), Vice-Prasidont, téok the Chair,
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It is theraefore of paramouat importance that the international community take
up this matter with the required urgency, seriousnass and vigour in order to find
an zppropriate response in the interest of a healthy, equitable and more stable
world sconomy. In this context, at its eighteenth special session, last April, the
Gereral Asseably addressed the gquestion in a most timely manner and reached a new
global consensus, identifying the revitalization of economic growth and social
development as one of the most importcant challenges for the international comnunity
in the 1990s. The gpecial session alse highlighted the need for concrete and
concertad international action in order to stem the marginalization snd reactivate
the growth and development of the least developed countries.

We are thersfore pleased to note that this spirit has spread and was confirmed
by 211 me¢mbers of the international community with the adoption by consensus of the
Paris Declaration and the Programme of Action during the Socond United Nations
Conforence on the Least Devalcped Countries. PFor us, this was a clear expression
of the willingness and commitment of the inte.national community to act urgentiy
und effectively to arrest and réverse the deterioraticn of the 8ocioc-economic
situation of the least developed countries, bassd on the principle of shared
respongibilities and strengthened partnership.

The Programme of Action for Least Developed Countries for the 1990s is a
comprehencive document comprising strategy, policies and concrete measures,
encompassing domestic efforts by the least devaloped countries and the provision of
sppropriate international assistance, which should be coupled with recognition of
the need for an external economic environment supportive of the devalopment efforts
of those countries. An oversil asgsesament shows that the new programme, while not
fully meeting the expsctations of the least developed countries, can be considered

positive, and can serve as a good point of departure for the fostering of extensive
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and intensive ties of international co-operation in the years to come, for the
well-being of the people of the least &aveioped countries.

The Programme introduces significant invovations, among which particular
relevance attaches to the principles of shared responsibility and strengthened
partaership, which will serve as the pillars of the relationship bsetweez the least
developed countries and their development partners., and the macro-economic pelicy
framework, which places adjustment efforts in their proper parspective as
supporting long-term development and transformation of the least developsd
countriss’ economies while taking due account of the protection :oqui;ed by the
poor and most vulnerable in seciety. Of equal importance is the recognition in the
Programme of ths goal of human development, including its related aspects of
democratic and populsr participation and equal benefits for all actors in the
dsvelcpment process. We welcome the emphasis placed on women, entrepreneurs and
uon-goveramental organizations in the context of deveioping and expanding their
tremendous potential, which certainly can and should boest and sustainm the process
of dsvelopment in those countries.

Encouragement of the use of market tools in the promotion of a more
competitive ecocnomy with a view to optimizing contributions and increasing the
efficiency of the public and private sectors is yet another example of a novel
feature includsd in the Programme. This trond deserves our attention, and we
should bear in mind the particular circumstances and the objectives of the country
or soctor directly concerned. The new documant correctly focuses on szectoral
isgues, treating in some detail the priority areas of human resources devslopment
and the expansion and modernisation of the economic base of the least developsd

countries, including infrastructures.
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On the critical issue of resources for development, wa are encouraged by the
clear commitmant by all developed countries without excepticn to an incresse in the
volume of their transfers of official development assistance to the least developsd
countries. In accordance with preliminary estimates made by the United Wations
Conference on Trade ard Devalopment (UNCTAD), the compromise formula of a menu of
four options provides, in an optimistic scenario, for only twe thirds of the total
resources necessery to achieve the desirable 5 per cent growth rate in the least
devoloped countries in the last part of the dscade. In the light of the foregoing,
wo invite donor countries to uss the menu of options as an inceantive to rsdoudble
efforts in order to make it poscible to attain through collective action the target
of 0.2 per cent of gross natiomnal product for official developmsnt assistance
trassfers to the least developsd countries.

Regarding the externasl debt problem, which constitutes a major hindrance to
the revitalisation of the economies of the least developed countries, my delegation
stresses the priority nature of and urgent need for progress in this crucial ares
if the least developed countries are to restore the growth momsntum. In this
connection, we welcome the new action-oriented proposals presented by the
CGovornments of the Netherlands, the United Kingdom and Prance and that of the
Personal Representative of the Secretary-Generzl for external debt questions, to
mention just a few. All theso new propesals reflect a nesd to go beyond the
Toronto options, which should be further improved so as to provids for more
extensive debt cancellatiom or msximum reduction of the debt, commensurate with the
amount of relief necessary for revitalisation of the economics of the least
developed countrios.

On trade iasues, my delegation underscores the importance of the provisions on

internstional acsistance to the least developed countries in diversification of
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exports, trade promotion zctivitiezr and the traatment of commodities, as wsll as
the need for strongthening of compensatory financing mechanisms, as refiected in
the relevant chapter of the Programms of Action.

The provisions of the Paris Daclaration and the Programme of Actior camnot be
considered an end in themselves and must not lead us to unfoundsd
self-congratulatory enthusizem. BExperience in the recent past demcunstrztes that
over the last decade the least developed countries have suffered severe sotdbacks in
their develcpment process and that new countries now share this status,
notwithstanding the commitment made by the international comaumity Guring the first
United Mations Conference on the Lesast Developed Countries. Many provisions of the
Substantial ¥ew Programme of Action for the 19208 for the Loasct Dsvelcoped Countries
quickly became & dead letter and ware thus ignozed by subscribsrs to the
Programme. These expariances have beon takem intc account in the new uadertaking,
which addresses them by emphasising the key aspect of implementation with the
introduction of a principle on the issue ané tho elaboration of a dstailed chapter
calling for strengthening and effectively following up and mozaitoring the
implementation of the Prograsme at tho national, regiomal and global lsvals.

I teke this oppcrtunity to reaffirs Mosambigue's commitment and determination
in the battle for ecomomic recomstruction and development, as wa also pursue
efforts for the early achievament of peace sud the deepening of democrscy im our
country. We call on donor countries and tho ontire internatiomal comsunity to
continue to givy rigorcus support to Mozambigua and others of the least developed
countries in their devslopment endsaavours.

The Uaited Naticns development system has & special role in the implementation

of the Programme of Action for Least Developed Countries for the 1090s. We invite
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the secratariats of all Uanited Mations organisations, including the World Bank and
the Interzational Monetary Fund, as well as the regional develiopment banks, to
respond positively to the recommendations of ths Paris Confcorence by the adoption
of concrete measuras to mest the nseds of and the unique challenges facing the

least dsveloped countriss.
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UNCTAD has received the crucial task of being the fccal point within the
system for the review and appraisal of the implemantstion §£ the Programme and its
fcllow~up at global 1l¢vel. We call upon the Sscretary-General of the United
Nacions and his staff to take the relevant action required for the mobiliszation of
human and material resources which will allow UNCTAD effectively to carry out its
critical misaion.

In conclusion, permit me to stress my deiegation's strong balief that the
attainment of a sound and sustained development of the least developed countries
remains the primary responsibility of thesa countries themselves and that the
international community bears the responsibility of helping them to achieve such a
noble goal.

Mz, MCORE (United States of America): Help for the suffering populations
of the werld's least developed countries is a moral imperative. In many parts of
the world millions of people scratch out lives on the edge of subsistence. They do
not have the resources to copa with illnegss, crop failurs or matural disastsr.
They do not have the chance to accumulate encugh savings to better their
condition. They do not have the opportunity to give their sons and daughters the
education required to make the next generation’'s lives better. That this situation
must be changed is a bald fact recognized by every civilized nation in the world.

The United Nations 1981 Programme of Action for the Least Developed Count- ies
recognized this problem and prsscribed specific remedies to be implcmented in the
1680s. Yet the situation of the world's poorest countries remained tenuous
throughout that decade. While many low-income countries aid experisence growth in
their gross national prodvat (GNP) during the 19803, the overazll per capita growth
rate for the United Nations list of least develcped countries was virtually nil.
Despite 2 general liberalization of world trade, producers of tropical commodities

frequently suffered falling prices due tec supply increases that wvers unmatched on
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the demand side. Wars, coups and civil conflicts brought about large-scale
destruction, and siphoned off resources that could have gone to dsvsliopment.,

What were the economic causes of the setbacks of the 1980s? The 1990
Programme of Action for the Least Developed Countries identifies several.
Prominent among these was the disappointing performance of the agricultural sector
in many countries. In the largely rural economies of these nations, agricultural
development is a necessary condition for economic development ia general. Yet in
many nations bad pricing policies, over-use of land resources aznd simple bad luck
worked to shut down development ut this basic stage.

The parformance of the agricultural sector caunot, however, be separated from
that of the economy as a whole. In many nations, imbalances in pricing, monetary
and fiscal policies have inhibitea growth. Skewed priorities in expenditures and
investment have led to the promotion of large and wasteful pProjects at the expense
of potentially productive areas of comparative advantage. There has also been
mistrust of the private sector. Often individual entrepraneurs have been penalized
and relatively inefficient State-run enterprises have baen rewarded, despite the
frequentiy confirmed vitality of the private sector in raising incomes and in
creating jobs. It is gratifying for the United States to seo this attitude now
changing throughout the developing world.

For many least developed countrics the external economic enviromment has been
perilous. Specialization in the production of one or two primary products has
caused trouble for many developing countries by making these nations vulnerable to
unpradicted gaps between supply and dsmand, and therefore to sudden steop drops in
commodity prices. Debt burdens have also been a serious problem. For many poor
countries, however, debt is a symptcm rather than a cause of their difficulties.
Toe often loans have been taken out without adequately assessing investment risk or

the expected return on investment capital. If economic growth is inadequate, or if
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there is a downturn in the business cycle, then the loans cannot be repaid on tiwme
&nd more debt must be incurred, leadiny to the vicious cycle of low growth and
investment and high debt loads.

In the face of these contiruing difficulties the 1990 Programms of Action puts
forth a number of principles which the United States is pleased to endorse. The
most fundamental of these is that developing countries control their own
destinies. It is they that are responsible for creating a hoalthy economic context
in which investments and the value of money are secure.

It follows from this principle that extsrnal develcpment assistaunce, although
ngcessary, cannot substitute for responsible domastic policy. Aid should be
regarded as complemsntary to domestic development efforts and catalytic to
s2lf-sufficiency, and should therefore be uzed as a supplement to soften the impact
of necessary structural adjustment policies. The long-term aim of all dovoldpaont
assistance organs shouid be to put themselvas out of business.

There aré no quick and easy solutions. The United Statos reccgrnizes that
transitions will be difficult and take time, that political and social risks can be
high, and that flexibility reflecting differences ir individual cases is required.
The United States Lelieves that debt forgiveness may be amploysd zelectively buc
that it cannot be regarded as a uniform policy. Recently launched Werld Bank and
IMF initiatives to provide debt: relief to the locast developed couantries are
ambiticus and require large amounts of capitai. The international finaacial
institutions, however, do not have unlimited resources for this purpcse and must
protect their own continuing long-tarm capacities to provide stability and
assistance to developing economies.

The international economic environment remzins a major problem to many least
developsd countries, Thig is particularly true for nations whose wain sources of

revenue are primary products with low elasticities of demand and volatile prices,
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¥any natioms w' 3 a large need for capital are also vulnerable to sudden inerest
rate shifts. Although fluctuatioms in cspital and commodity merkets are as
insvitable as changes in the weather, it is poseible to provids some protection
against volatility througl arbitrage operaticns and diversification. Yor its part,
the United States »0l)ds tha: open ianternational markets, with low agriculturel
tariffs, are the best way of assuringy a positive ecomomic environment for the long
run,.

The Programme of Action for the 1990s wisely recognises the economic
importance of political and human rights. Intrinsicaily priceless, these rights
make it possibl_ for pecple to invest and do business in their own countries
without fear of arbitrary loss or persecution. The prosperity of democrecies in
the post-war world is compeliing evidence that economic growth and political
freedom are closely bound together.

The 1990 Programms of Action represents an improvement cver its predecsssors
in that, ratker than prescribing the contribution of an arbitrary propoertion of GNP
to developing countriss, it calls upon each of the donor nations to provide as much
essistance as possible. This flexible approach shows a welcome awareness of the
individual circumstances of the donor countries. In this comnection, the United
States is glad tc be able to provide one fifth of the world total of economic

assistance,
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In coaclusien, tho United States is pleased to jois im the conswusus adoption
of the new Programme of Actiom for the 1990s. 2 Daliecve it reprazonts & realistic
and helpful step Ilorward in coming to terme wic the pressing problems of the least
devaloped countries, and we are obliged to holp.

ME. SUXRESKA (Indonesia): Allow me at the cutset to jein previous
speaksrs in conveying to the Secretary-Gemeral my delegation’s daep apprecistion of
his report, which provides us with a comprehensive assessment of the least
developed countries’ socio-ecoromic situstion in the 19808 and of the cutcome of
the Second United Hations Conference ¢n the Laast Developed Countriss, heid in
Paris from 3 to 14 September 1990. We would 1ike slso to expresg our tlianks to
Mr. Kenneth S. Dadzsie, in his copacity as Secretary-Gerersl of the Second United
Fations Conference on the Least Deveiopsd Countries.

The Indonssian delegation welcomss both the Paris Declaration and the Prw
Programme of Action for the Least Develeped Countries for the 1990s, which is
designed to speed the advancement of these ccuntries. It is indsed encoursging %o
note that the Declaration and Programme of Action mot only constitute a strong
statement by the international community underlining its shared responeibiiicy for
the future well-being of the people of the least devaloped countriss but also
register & firm commitment to act urgently and sffectively in implemeuling the
terms of the Programme of Actiosn.

A dec2de 290, in response to the severe plight of the lezst dsveloped
countries, the internationel comsunity sdcpted the Substantial New Programme of
Action for the 1980z for the Least Davelopsd Countries in the hope of siguificantly
improving the harsh economic couditions of those countries. To mest those
objectives, what was essentially needod was an incresse in international

co-operation and a transformation of their economies towards self-sustained



JVM/8 A/45/PV .41
32

(Mr. Sutrespa, Indopesia)
development, which would have enabled them to achieve at loast a minimum standard
of living.

Yet, despite the solemn undertakings and commitments contained in the
Substantial Now Programme of Action for the 198Cs, improvement was hardly
discernible and the least developed countries remained caught in tho grip of 2
vicious circle of economic stalemates and reversezls. The decade of the 19892 was,
indeed, a particularly difficult time for all developing countries, earning the
unsavoury title of the lost decade for development. But it was the laast doveloped
countries, the most vulnarabie of the developing cduntries, that suffered the
severest impact. As 2 result of the adversa external enviromment, efforts by the
least develop2d countries to restructure and adjust thair economies were soverely
hampared and were furthef frustrated as a result of the failure to xeach the
internationally agreed targets.

Thus, as is widely reccgnized, and also noted in the Secratary-General's
report, despite national and international efforts on bshalf of the least developed
countries, their social and economic situation as a whole substantially worsened
during the 1980s. Growth rates fell far short of targets and other projections
vere equally disappointing. External trade worsened and manufacturiag output
reached onl} a small fraction of the target. 8o, too. was the target of
0.15 per cent for external resource flows markedly unattained. The prices of
commodities, a central concern of many developing countries, collspsed, and the
debt burden grsatly increased. Similarly, protectionism, which has greatly
inhibited access to markets in the developed countries, escalated and the terms of
trade deteriorated substantially. as a consequence, the situation facing the least
developed countries, rather than being ameliorated, has become increasiangly grim.
Thus the margiralization of a combined population of over 420 million Las become

more pronmounced as their economies have continued to atagnate and even to regress
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further. Ominously, the number of pscple in absolute Poverty has grown to zlarming
proportions, while unemployment has sosred to new heights and the threat of the
collapse of the socio-economic and political fabric of their sociecies has greatly
increased.

To meet this desperate situation ard to effect a brsakthrough in the
continuing impasse, as well as to reverse the setbacks of the 19803, th= Paris
Conference solemnly committed itself to implementation of the new Programme of
Action and sought to revitalize the developmeat of the developing countries over
the coming decade. Also important is the fact that the Confersace determined that
the setbacks of the 19803 were not irravsrsible and that succeas rested on 2
combination cof effective national policies, a more favourable international
economic climate and a strengthenasd partuership. Takea together therafore, the
Programme of Action and the Paris Declaration reflect the strong commitment of the
international community to act urgently and effactively both to arrest and to
reverse the socio-economic deterioration in the least dsvelopad countries.

In facing this daunting challenge, the new Programme of Action is umique azd
distinctive in many ways. We are encouraged by the basic feature of the Programme,
which .recognizes the centrality of the human factor in development. Also
aoteworthy is the comprehensive treatment of structural adjustment, resource floxs
and debt, and the new emphasis on iﬁcreased participatica ian development. In this
regard, the new Programme of Action stresses the fact that national pelicies have
little chance of succeeding without a strongly supportive external environment and
strengthened international action, including substantial and sustained financial
flows, a durable solution to the debt problem and improved access to marketcs.

In the light of the foregoing, my delegation believes that the success of the
Programme depends critically on a continued and strengthened partasrship between

the least developed countries and their development partners. We beslieve also
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that, although the least developed countries have the primary responsibility for
the formulation and implementation of their development policies and priorities,
there is no doubt that little can bs achieved without a clearly supportive
international economic environment, together with adequate assistance from the
intetnational community. If these dimensions are lacking, we belisvs that the
successful implementation of the Programme of Action cannot be ensured. It is also
of key importance to the Programme's successful implement#tion that effective and
sustained follow-up and monitoring mechanisms at the national, regional and global
levels be fully provided for. In this context we agree that the United Nations
Conference on Trade and Desvelopment (UNCTAD) can continue as the main focal point
at the global davel.

For our part in Indonesia, we hava slways fully supported the ieast developed
countries in their prolonged and uphilil struggle againat poverty and
underdevelopment. In this context we have for some time been extending technical
co-operation under our programmes of technical co-operation among dsveloping
countries to many developing countries, especially the least developed countries.
In continuing to offer these programmes, Indonesia will not fail to give top

priority to the least developed countries.
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In conclusion, we trust that the Programme of Action, which enshrinas the bsst
hopes and aspirations of the least developed countries for socio-ecomomic
development, will continue to attrac. at least the kind of political determination
So evident during the Paris Conferance. The lessons of the past should propel the
international community to resolute action. Only then can the just aad profound
aspirations of almost half a billion people living in the least developed countries
be met, and only then can their efforts bring about sustainad and laasting
develcpment. Otherwise, the current unaccsptable status of the least devsloped
countries will be perpetuated, with devastating consequonces.

Mr. KUDRYAVISEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from
Russian): One of the main lesscns to be learned from world development in the
1980s was an undsrstanding that in today's interdapendent - and at the seme time
inter-vulnerable - world the stable and harmonious develcpment of one group of
countries is impossible if another group is experiencing a serious social and
economic crisis. At the ssme time, in these last yeara‘of the twantieth csntury,
so marked by unprecedented and inspiring achievements of the human mind and spirit
and by the untold suffering of millions of people, the self worth of the individual
and the ideals of humanism have moved strikingly to the fore. Those categories are
at once both a poiant of degartura for and the ultimats goal of ocur civilization.

A growing awareness of these realities on the part of the internaticnal
community will determine the important role that must be played in a numbsr of
glcbal economic problems by the search for ways to overcoms the present destitution
in the least devalopsd countries.

The Second United Natiomns Conference on Least Davelopad Countries demonstrated
the growing attention and serious concern of the world community with regard to the

problems being experienced by the least developed countries. In a message to
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the participants in that Conference, President Mikhail Gorbachev noted:

“Unless underdevelopment can be overcome axd the gap betwsen Nortk and South

can be bridged, we cannot count on the emergonce of a modern, civilized worid

order."
That representative meeting, which was held at Pariz at the transitional moment, as
it were, between two eras, when the cold war was giving way te the present
post-confrontational stage in humen development, highlighted the qualitatively new
opportunities that were emerging effectively to solve the procblems of the lsast
develcped countries in the context of an overall solution to the entire ganmut of
global economic problems through the joint efforts of that group of countries
themzelves and the rest of the world community.

The unsatisfactory results of the implementation of the Substantial New
Programme of Action for the 1980s for the Least Developed Countries, together with
the insufficient efforts made by many of the countries in that group, were caused,
to a significant degrse, by the extramely unfavourable conditions in thne world
markets, particularly for commodities and fuel, and by frequent natural disaaters.
We cannot fail to see the link betwsen the destitution of the least developed
countriss and the failure to solve such problems as disarmament and conversion,
external debt, the degradation of the eavironmeat, tha instability of world
commodity markets and the unfavourable food and population situations in the worla.

We share the concern at the dire plight of the least developed countries, and
w6 support their efforts to overcome their crigis. Ia our view, the way to achieve
that is primarily through an increase in the efforts being made by the lsast

develcpsd countries thomselves to overcome underdevelopment and to modernisze
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their national economies, tc mobilize and to proceed tc the carsful use of
dcrestic - and‘in particular human - resoureoé. as well as to ensure fair
distribution of their natioral income, always bearing in mind the needs of the most
vulnerable strata of the population. Those efforts must of course be supplemented
by proper support from the world community and by the harmonisation of internal aad
external conditions for dsvelopment within the broad context of providing
stability, predictability and sustainability for the development of ail the least
developed countries, ia strict respect for each country’s right to freedom of
cheice,

We believe that, oca tha whole, the decisions taken at the Paris Conferencs,
which reflect the new global consensus on the ways to develop international
aconomic co-operation enshrined in the Declaration adopted at the eighteenth
special session of the General Assembly, provide a good basis for rationalising all
United Nations activities in this area; a process that is certainly in the interest
of the least dsveloped countries.

Co-operation with least developed countries plays a particularly important
role in the foreign economic relations botween the Soviet Unicn and the developing
countries. It is also the thrust of the decisions taken in this connsction by the
United Nations and by organizations within the United Nations system. In the
context of domestic and econcmic reforms and the restructuring of the machinery of
foreign econcmic relations, new and favourable opportunities are now being creatsd
for expanding and diversifying co-operation with the least developed countries and
enhancing its effectiveness and productivity to the benefit of both sides. In this
connection I should like to strass that the special interests and needs of the
least devaloped countries are being taken into account im formulating new

approaches to developing foreign sconomic 1inks with the Soviet Unjon énd in our
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Parliament's law-making activities. In particular, in the new customs tariff that
is row being workeé out in the USSR we intend to strengthen the duty-free régime
for imported goods from the category of least developed countries to the Soviet
Unicn.

Notwithstanding the complex economic and finar_ial situation created by the
pressnt transitionzl period the Soviet Union is continuing to the best of its
ability to grant assistance to the least developed countries and at the same time
te take steps gradually to increase the mutually advantageous component of such
relationships in keeping with existing international norms ana pPractices. Here,
our policy is aimed at achieving a harmonious combination of bilateral relations

and multilateral co-operation, including co-operation in the United Nations.
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Within the context of the Soviet Union‘'s shift to a market economy, special
importance attaches tc the establishment of aew, non-traditional forms of
co-operation with least developsd countries, sspecially in the areas of
co-operation in production, variocus forms of non-hard-currancy trads, joint
ventures, including those involving third-country partnsrs, ard so forth.

One of the most serious obstacles to development in the majority of lsast
developed countriss continues to be external dcbt. In recant years the Soviet
Union has taken a number of steps to alleviate the debt burden of certaim cocuntries
in that group. Concessionary relief for 1986 tc 1990, compared to the original
terms, amounted to more than $6 billion. We continue to work on additional
measures in this area; these will be placed befors the legislative bodies of the
Soviet Union for comsideration.

I wish to conclude by saying that the positive processes in world politics,
principally the improvement in East-West relstions and practical steps ia the field
of dizarmament, whick have strongthened the role and authority of the Uniteéd
Nations in internaticnal affairs, give us reason to hops that the world community ‘s
joint efforte will result in a breakthrough, commensurats with those achievemants,
in solving global economic problems, bearing in mind the special situation and
needs of the least developed countries.

Mz, SHOQTUFAN (Afghanistan): In the early 1970s, when the United Nations
began discussing the social and economic problems facing the least devaloped
countries, those countries numbered only 24. But now the number is 42, 15 of them
land-locked. The problems of least dasvaloped countries have been discussed in
various internaticnal forums and gatherings, such az the organs and specialiszed
agencies of the United Nations, particularly the United Nations Conference on Trade

and Development, and conferences of non-aligned countries and of the Group of 77.
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An avalysis of the economic situation of the least dsvelcpad countries in the
19803 shows a dacline in living standards in thoss countries. The revenuses of the
lsast devoloped countries have decreased, and ths volums of their external debt and
of the interest thoreon has gons up. In addition, the imterruption of cepitsl
flows to those countries in the 1980s was a setback: with the exception of a few
countries, the amount of official development assistance urgently needed for the
economic development of the least developed countries, as endorsed by the
Substantial New Programme of Action for the 19803 for the Least Developed
Countries, 4id not materialisze.

The ultimate objective of reviewing the implsmentation of the Programme for
the 1980s is to agsesss the achievements of least developed countries with
.'rotoronco to the Programme’'s objectives as sot out by the Firat United Wations

Conference on the Least Dsveloped Countries, to take an accounting of the
' contributions made by developed domor countries to the cause of the progress of the
least developed countries and to sea the extent to which developed donor countries
have previded financial assistance.

The adoption of the Substantial New Programme of Action for the 1980s was a
positive step towards focueing the attention of the international community on the
needs and raquiremonts of the least developed countries. The main cbjectivo of the
Programme was to onsure an internationally accepted minimum stendard of living and
to overcome the sarious problems facing those countries., But contrarybto
sxpoctations, the cbjectives set out in the Programme were not achieved. Increased
population, unemployment, a decline in the volume of official davelopment
alsiltance,.untavourablo gecgraphical factors and environmeatal problems, together

with other factors, have prevented the Prograsme from being put iato effect.w

® The Presidsnt returned to the Chair.
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It is clear to all that the Pregranme's targets have not been hit squarely;
negligence existed, to be sure. One of the objectives of the Programme was that
developed donor countries should gxtend 2ll-round financial aszistance, on casy
terms, to least developed countries to ensble them to eliminate backwardness and
achieve economic development. It was enviaﬁged that such assistance would amount
te 0.15 per cent of the groae national product of developed donor countries.
Unfortunately, studies show that this did not materialise. The Programme envisaged
8n annual assistance package of $24 million for Africa; according to the World
Bank, no more than $17 million hss been given. Similarly, there has been either
very limited or excessively slow and unsatisfactory progress in the agricultural
sector, industrial production, mining, irrigation, exports, infant mo:tality rates,
family planning, housing, education, the campaign against illiteracy, and other
areas of public life in the least developed countries.

Although many factors contributed to the failure of the Substantial New
Programme of Action, the hard conéitions of the internstional economic situation,
which ars beyond the control of the least develcped countriss, constitute the main
factor. During the 1980s, for instance, the number of lsast developed countries
increased from 31 to 42, in which, regrettably, a community of more than
200 million pacple suffer from poverty, hunger, disease, homslessness, a high
mortality rate and other iils.

So far as the situation in land-locked least developed countries is concerxed,
a aumber of least developed countries constantly bear enormous expenses and loszes
resulting from their geographical locatioa. Those countries among the lsast
developsd countries are in an extremely difficult condition, and have always been
faced with an extra barrier to social and economic development. That barrier is
thoir unfavourable geographical location, which imposes vpon them extra costes for

their imports and exports. In that respect, the Programes failed to help
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land-locked least developed countries exercise their transit vights of frce access
to and from the sea as embodied in many irternational legal documents adopted by
the United Nations.

Bearing in mind the improvement in the international political climate and the
urgent demand for the social and economic dsvelcpment of the least developad
countries, the implementation of the Programme of Action for the Least Developed
Countries for the 1990s, adopted by the Second United Nations Conference on the
Least Developed Countries, held at Paris, requirss a constructive and timely
response from developed donor couatries as well as from intornational financial
institutions. For their part, the least developed countries, taking into accouat
the measures embodied in the Programme for the 19903, should adopt and implament
concrete national measures, particularly those aimed at releasing resources for

their social and economic development.
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Mr, SEBURYAMO (Burundi) (interpretation from French): Allcw me,
Mr. President, even at this late stage of the Assembly's proceedings, to
¢ongratulate you on the wise and skilful manner in which you are conducting the
Assembly's work at its forty-fifth session. At a time when it seems that the
attention of the international community is focused entirely on the crisis in the
Persian Gulf, which has dragged on for too long, we should be remiss if we did not
also thank the Assembly for permitting the very serious economic situation of the
least developed countrias to be debated directly in plenary meetings. We believe
that this is further evidence that the international éommunity is sensitive to the
plight of a large and particularly vulnerable part of mankind, a part recognized as
the most disadvantaged - the abandoned, we are tempted to‘say.

The record in implemeating the Substantial New Programme of Action for the
1980s for the Least Devsloped Countries - the subject of this debate - has been
assessed in pessimistic and justifiably negative terms. In 1981 the developing
countries in the least-developed-countries category believed that a big leap
forward was possible. They cherished the hope that the 1980s would at iast see a
change in their economic situations, then pPlagued by unprecedented structurzl and
short-term difficulties and that, with the assistance of the international
community, they would begin to experience positive and sustained growth,

The main aim of the Programme adopted at that time was to promote long-term
structural reform and to lay the foundations for lasting development in the least
developed countries., Thus the Programme set out to enable those countries to meet
the basic needs of their populations in the areas of food, health care, housing,
education, and so on. Statements heard then were full of the promise of a new era,
a new form of co-operaticn set up under the auspices of the United Nations, to

benefit the neediest countries of the international community. Today, however, we
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are forced to the conclusion that, despite the commitments mads by thoge countries
themselves and by their developed partnezs under the Substantial Wew Programme of
Action, which was adopted by consersus, the record in implementing that Prograsme
iz negative and, indeed, disheartening.

The data provided by the United Nations Conferenco on Trads and Davelcpmont
(UNCTAD) in last ysar's report spaak for themselves. For example, tho New
Programme set a2 target of 7.2 per cent for annual grovwthk in gross domestic product,
but the rate achioved was only 2.3 per cent. The sectoral objectivas were nover
rralized. Investment dropped by 2 per cent a year, on average, during the
period 1980 to 1987; agricultural production rose by only 1.6 per cent, whereas the
Programme envisaged a rate of 4 per ceat; and manuéacturinq productioa rcse by oaly
2 per cent par year, whersas the targat was 9 per cent. Thess faw indices
illustrate the extent of the failure of the New Programme Suring the 1980s.

A systomatic diagnosis of the causes of that failure vas carried out at the
Second United Nations Conference for the Least Dsveloped Countries, which was held
in Paris in September. The responsibilities of the parties involved in the
implementation, and responsible for the zuccess, of the Programme were cloarl}
established and accepted. It was recognized that responsibility was shared - that
it was both external and internal.

- From the external point of view, we must take aécount of the - to be frank -
adverse world economic environmont. This economic state is marked by the fact that
the prices of commodities produced by the develeoping countries are collapsing while
the prices of the prcducts that they import sre soaring; by difficultiies
encountered by ihe least developsd countries in respect of some of the nanufactured
articles thoy export, as a rssult of all kinds of protectionist barrierss by
exchange-rate éluctuations: and by the high levol of interest rates, whose

immediate effect is to increase the debt burden.
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In sddition, despite the promises that had basn made, the assistance from rich
countries reached only 0.09 pexr cent of their gross domestic product - falling
short of ths target set in 1981. Indecd, the 1981 Conference wanted to secure an
increoase in the volume of capital infilows to the least developed countries. For
that purpese, it adopted a resolution stipulating that the industriaslised countriaes
should grant to the least developed countries assistance at least squivalsnt to
0.15 per cent of their gross national product. A scant few donor countries have
£inally mot that target, and we wizh to thank them for doing so.

At tho internal level, refarence has been mede to such factors as the lack of
domestic policies in the least developed countries, which havs not baen able to
bring their strategies into line with the targets set. It is true that esgentially
structural cbstacles, such as land-locked location, restricted markets, very
limited Comestic savings, and national ecomomies thatc are hoayily dependent on
external factors, together with a galiopiang population rate, and so on, have
compounded those Aifficulties. Faced with this failure, many of the least
developed countries have &dopted structural-adjustment pProgrammes as panaceas. Tho
reforms undertaken have included the following: thorough review of the sector
governing aconomic and finsncial cperations with foreign countries; demand
restructuring; mobilization of domestie savings and human resources; adoption of
measures designed to strengthen the role of the private sector and to enhance the
efficiency of the so-called publiz enterprises.

My country's Minigter for External Relations and Co-operation, speaking on
5 October in the gsneral debate, said that the results achieved through adjustment
policies in the short term could be measured only in terms of sacrifice and
deprivation. The secretariat of UNCTAD, for its part, has carried out an
evaluation of the socio-economic sitvation of the countries undergoing adjustment.

As representatives are aware, its conclusions are extremely pessimiatic.
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In any event, we continue to hope that the lessons that have been learned will
help us to define better the strategies for the 1990s.

My country - Burundi - like other developing countries, both ieast-developed
and land-locked, has not been immune frem the external shocks and the multiplicity
of constraints that have hampered fulfilment of the undertakings given in 1981
under the Substantial New Programme of Action for the 1980s for the Least Developed
Countries. The major obstacles that our development is encountering are familiar
to all our development partners: geographical isolation, excessively fast
population growth, the vagaries of climate, dependence for currency earnings on
certain agricultural products - chiefly coffee - and almost total dependence on the
external world for the major part of our investment financing. During the 1980s
these factors, combined with an adverse international economic situation, seriously
impnded achievement of the objectives we had set for ourselves. The few
encouraging results achieved at the beginning of the decade were rapidly wiped out
by the deterioration in terms of trade - inm particular, the drop in coffee prices -
aggravated by the extremely harsh climatic conditions that hit our agricultural

narvest in 1982 and 1984,
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With regard specifically tc coffee, the failure of the negotiations to renew
the International Coffee Agreemernt is a sesvere setback. Coffee sales are my
country's main source of foreign currency. The breakdown of the Agreement in 1989
caused prices to plummet and thus cut our export sarnings by 41.4 per cent. The
recent 40-per-cent rise in the price of oil as a result of the situation in the
Gulf region is a further aggravating factcr for us.

Furthermore, the ineffective monetary and financial policies pursued by
previous régimes up to 1986 led to a swelling of my country's external debt,
budgetary imbalances and balance-of-payments difficulties, compelling the
Gover.ument to draw up, with the assistance of the World Bank and the Intermational
Monetary Fund, a structural adjustment programme, whose impiementation began in
1386.

Thus for the period 1986 to 1991 the Government of the Republic of Burundi
adopted an economic policy designed, among other things, to reduce macro-economic
imbalances, liberalize trade and prices, improve the management of public
enterprises and the system for collecting excise duties and taxes and, lastly,
promote private initiative.

In the social sector, however, some headway has been magde. Primary health
care is availabla to virtually the whole population; 54 per cent of the inhabitants
of Burundi have access to drinking water, compared with 10 per cent at the
beginning of the decade; it will soon be possible to vaccinate all our children;
and since 1987-1988 all children had been able to start school at the age of
seven. A family planning programme has beea started and is in progress.
Nevertheless, much work remains to be done, particulariy on the food situation.

Once again we are Eearing of initiatives in favour of the least desvaloped

countries. The recent rzris Conference enables us to look to the future with
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optimism again.' One of the merits of the Declaration made by the Conference is
that of recognizing that the worsening of the economic, social and ecolegical
situation in most of the least developed countries in the 1980s is not
irreversible. According to the Declaration, it can be reversed if these countrias
and all their partners, taking advantage of the new climate of coafidence in
international relations, combine their efforts in a spirit of genuine solidarity,
particularly through new forms of co-operation, s0 as once again to give least
developed countries the prospsct of sustained and sustainable development within
the context of growth in the world econemy.

The delegation of the Republic of Burundi was able to assess the Programme of
Action for the 1990s on the spot ia Paris. It is a good working tool. Its
fundamental principles reflect deeply held, realistic beliefs.

Without wishing to go into detail on the Programme, my delegation would like
to stress the need for all partners to commit themselves to its implementation, for
let us recall that the greatest reproach levelled against the contracting parties
to the Substantial New Programme of Action for the 19808 for the Least Developed
Countries was that they failed to honcur their commitments. While there were some
extenuating circumstances to excuse that failure over the past decade, it is now
high time finally to implement officially the whole of the fine texts that our
skilful negotiétors have so far produced.

The populations ¢f the least developed countries, most of whom are victims of
famine, disease, poverty and destitution, need action rather than fiae words. Theay
currently number 420 million, or 1 perszon out of 10 in thc world; and 14 per cent
of the childrea in them die in infancy.

Burundi will do its utmost to ensure that the Programme recently adopted in

Paris is put into effect.
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I venture to hope that the world economic climate will favour us and that the
political will, bolstered by the active solidarity of our partners of the more
dsveloped countries, will be maintained.

Ihe PRESIDENT: We havs heard the last speaker in the debate on this itam.

Action on agenda item 79 (c) will be takea by the Second Committee, as docidca_'c
by the Assembly at its 30th mesting.

AGE¥DA ITEM 15 (gontinued)
ELECTIONS TO FILL VACANCIES IN PRINCIPAL ORGANS

(b) ELECTION OF EIGHTEEN MEMBERS OF THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL; ELECTION OF A
MEMBER TO FILL A CASUAL VACANCY

Ihe PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will now proceed to the elsction of
18 members of the Economic and Social Council to replace those membsrs whose term
of office expires on 31 December 1990. After that electicn is completed the
Assembly will proceed to a by-election to f£ill a casual vacancy from the Socislist
States of Easterm Rurope brought about by the accession of the former Gerwan
Democratic Republic to the Federal Republic of Germany.

Members will recall that the former German Democratic Republic, whose term of
office was to expire on 31 Decembsr 1992, acceded to the Faderal Republic of
Germany with effect from 3 October 1966. Consequently, im@cdiatoly following the
election of 18 members of the Ecomomic and Social Council the Asgembly will,
pursuant to rule 140 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, hold &
separate by-electioca to elect a member for the unexpired term of offics of the
former German Democratic Republic,

First, we shall proceed to the olection of 18 members of the Economic and

Social Couneil,
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The 18 outgoing members are: Colembia, Cuba, Prance, Germany, Ghana, Gresce,
Guinea, India, Ireland, Japan, Lesotho, Liberia, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Portugal, Saudi Arabia, Trinidad and Tobago, Venezusla and Yugoslavia, These 18
Statez are eligible for immediats re-slection.

I should like to remind members of the Assembly that, as of 1 January 1991,
the following States will remain members of the Economic and Social Council:
Algeria, the Bahamas, Bahrain, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Camercon, Canada,
China, Czechoslovakia, Ecuador, Finland, Indonesia, the Islamic Republic of Iran,
Iraq, Italy, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Mexico, the Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Pakistan, Romania, Sweden, Thailand, Tunisia, the Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Iraland, the United States of America, Zaire
and Zambia. The names of these 35 Staztss zhould therefore not appear on the

ballots.
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According to paragraph 4 of General Assembly resolution 2847 (XXVI) of
20 December 1971, and taking into account the number of States that will remain
members of the Council after 1 January 1991, as well as the by-election the
Assembly will hold later this afternoon to £ill a casual vacancy from the Sccialist
States of Eastern Eurcpe, the 18 members should be elected as follows: five from
African States; three from Asian States; four from Latin American and Caribbean
States; five from Western European and other States; and one from the Socialist
States of Eastern Europe. Ths ballot papers reflect that pattern.

I should like to inform the Azsembly that the candidates receiving the largest
number of votes and a twe-thirds majority cf those present and voting ~ and whose
number does not exceed the number of seats to be filled - will be declared
elected. In the case of a tie vote for a remaining seat, there will be a
restricted ballot limited to those candidates that have obtained an equal number of
votes.

May I take it that the General Assembly agrees to that procedure?

it was so decided.

Ihe PRESIDENT: In accordance with rule 92 of the rules of procedure, the
election shall be held by secret ballot and there shall be no neminations.

I call on the representative of Turkey.

Mr, AKSIN (Turkey): The Chairman of the Asian Group wishes to inform the
members of the General Assembly that the Group has endorsed the candidacy of the
Syrian Arab Republic for election to one of the seats in the Economic and Social
Council reserved for the Asian Group.

The PRESIDENT: Ballot papers marked A, B, C, D and E will now be

distributed. I request representatives to use only those ballo: paperas and to
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write on thom the names of the States for which they want to vots. A ballot paper
containing more nsmss than the number of seats assigned to the relevant ragion will
be declared invalid. Names of States on a ballot paper that arc outside the

ralevant region will not be counted at all.
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ihe PRESIDENT: The rasult of the voting for the election of 18 mambers

of the Economic and Socisl Council is as follows:

GROUP A
Eumbex of ballot papers: 154
m&mt 0
Humber of valid ballotgs: 154
Abatentions: | i
¥usbar of mesbexs voting: 153
Reguirad majority: 102
Mumber of votes obtained:
Togo 147
Botswana 145
Morocco 145
Guinea 144
Somalia . 144
Ghana 3
Egypt 2
Libyan Arsb Jamahiriye 2
Congo 1
Cote a'Ivoire 1
Guineca-Bissau 1
Lesotho |
Liberia 1

Sudan : 1
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GRCUP B
Number of ballot papers: 154
Numbexr of invalid ballots: o
Number of valid ballots: 154
Abatentjons: 1
Number of members voting: 153
Required majority: 102
Number of votes obtaigeds
Japan 128
Malaysia i09
Syrian Arab Republic 90
Cyprus 70
Myanmar v 41
Yeman 2
Kuwait 1
Mongolia 1
GRCUP C
Number of ballot papera: 154
Bumber of invalid ballots: e
Number of valid ballots: 154
Abateptions: 0
Number of members voting: 154
Required majority: 103
Number of votes obtainad: |
Argontina 116
Chile | 106

Peru 104
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GROUP D

Cuba

Trinidad and Tobago
Suriname

Guatemala

Colombia

Haiti

Paraguay

Venezuela

Buimbex of ballot papers:
Number of invalid ballots:
Number of walid baljotss
Abstentionss

Humber of members voting:
Reguired majority:
Rumber_of votes obtained:

Austria
France
Germany
Spain
Turkey
Portugal
Belgium
Gresce
Australia
Irelanad

Liechtenstein

A/45/PV.41
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81

77

53

22

154

154

152

102

144

142

140

139

135
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Number of ballot papara: 154
Bumber of valid ballots: 152

Number of members votiag: 148
Required majority: 99

Yugoslavia 13¢
Romania 15
Poland e .
Albanis 1

Ihe PRESIDEET: Since two seats remain to be filled, one from among the

Asian States and one from amorng the Latin American ard Caribbean States, the
Assembly will now procsed to the first restricted ballot. In accordance with

rule 94 of the rules of procedure, the sscond round of balioting shall be
restricted to those two States from among the Asian States which were not elocted
but which obtained the largest number of votes in the previous ballot, namely
Cyprus and the Syrian Arab Republic, and to those two States from among the Latin
American and Caribbean States which were not electsd but whick obtained the largest

number of votes in the previous ballot, namely Cuba and Trinidad and Tobago.
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Ballot papers will now be distributed.

May I ask representatives te write on the ballot papers the aames of the
States for waich they want te vote. _

Ballot papers marked "B for the Asian States will be declarad invalid if they
contain the nawe of a state other than Cyprus or the Syrisx Arad nyubnc. or if
they contain the neme of more than one Btatce.

Ballot papers marked “C* for the Latin American and Caribbean States wiil be
dsclared invalid if they contain the name of a State other then Cuba or Trinidad

and Tobago, or if they contaia the asme of more than one State.
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Ihe PRRSIDENT: The result of tho voting for the electiom of 2 monbers of

the Economic and Sociszl Council is as follows:

GROUP B
Humber of ballot papers: 152
Number of invalid ballots: 0
Humber of valid ballots: 152
Abstentions: 1
Number of members voting: 15
Required majority: i1
Number of votes obtaiped:
Syrian Arab Republic 80
Cyprus 71
GROUP C
lumber of ballot papers: 152
Hunber of invalid ballotss o
Humber cf valid ballots: 152
Abstentjonss 1
Number of members woting: 51
Required majority: 101
Bumber of votes obtaineds:
Cuba 77
Irinidad and Tobago 74

Zhe PRESIDENT: Since no candidate has obtained the required two-thirds
majority and two seats still remain to be £filled, cne from among the Asian Statoes
and one from among the Latin American and Caribbean States, we shall now proceed to

the second restricted ballot.
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The represceutative of Cuba has asked tc make a statesent, and I now cell upor
him.

Nr. AIARCON DF OURCADA (Cuba){intorpretatior from Spanigh): It is lets.
and this is not rezily the tixe to sxplaia in deptk why my delsgation finds it
impossible to cater iante compstition with the sister country of Trinided and
Tobago. Ir fact, we would 1iXs tc apologise fer not having rozcted ac ailigently
83 we might have done upon hearing the results of the first round of balloting.

Bowsver, n should now like to announce to the Assssbly our delogation's
decision tc withdraw its candidacy for a seat en the Econcmic and Socisl Council.
As we 823 it, Yrinidad and Todage will de & worthy ropresentative aot cnly of our
country bDut of the extire Latia American and Coribbean region, aad we would urge
the Assesdly to take our country’s Secisiorn into account when voting so that we
will 81} be in a positicn ¢o elect Trinidad and Tcbago unanicously to the Bconowmic
and Social Council tonight.

Ihe PRERIDRET: In sceordance with the rules ~f procadure we chall now
procesd to a second rastricted ballot, taking inte account the statemsant just mads
by the representative of Cuba.

This third rounf of balloting therofors shell be rastricted to the two States
from smong tho Asian Statss waich wers not elected but obtained the largest aumder
of votes in the previous ballot, namely, Cyprus and ths Syrian Arsd Republic, and
to the two Statas from among the Letin American and Caribbean States whick wero not
elacted but cbtained the largest number of votes in the ballot Just takon, namely,
Cuba and Trini@ad and Tobago. This is in accordance with rule 94 of the rules of
procedure.

The bell. : pspers will now be Aist:ibuted.
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May I ask representatives to write on the dallot papars the names of the
States for which they wisk to vote. Ballot papors marked “B" for the Miu' State
¥ill be declared invalid if they contain the name of a 8200 other than Cyprus or
the Syrian Ared Republic, as weil as if they contaia the name of mors than one
State. Bellot papers marked “C*" for the Latin Amorican end Caridbean Stete will be
dsclared invalid if they éontain the name of a State other than Cuba or Trinided

and Tobago, as well gs if they contain the name of mors thaz one State.
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3he PRESIDENT: The result of the voting is as follows:

GROUP B
Number of Ddallot paparss 149
Nusber of invalid ballots: 0
Buabez of valid ballots: 149
Abatsptionss 1
Eunbex of members voting: 148
Raguired majority:s 99
Nunmber of votes obtained:

Syrian Azab Republic 78
Cyprus 70

GROUP C
Numbar of ballot papexss 149
Mumbor of invalid ballots: 1
Nusber of valid bollotg: 148
Abstentions: 3
Number of mambers voting: 145
ReQuired majority: 97
Hunber of votes obtained:

Trinidad and Tobago 133

Cuba 12
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iha PRESIDENT: Since one seat remains to be filled, from among the Asian
States, the Asgsembly will now Procesd to the third restricted ballot. In
accordance with rule 94 cf the rules of procedurs, the fourth round of ballcting
shall be restricted te those two States from among tho Asian States which were not
eiscted but which obtained the largest number of votsa in ths previous ballct,
naxely Cyprus and the Syrisn Arad Ropublic.

The bellot papers will now be distributed.

Ballot papers containing the nsme of a State other than Cyprus or- the Syrisn
Arad Repudlic and thoas containing move than one name will be declared invelia.

If this restricted ballot is inconclusive, we should undoer the rules of
procedure coatinue with a geries of unrontﬂ.etcd ballots. However, I proposes that
if this balliot is inconclusive we pogtpone further balioting to a lator maesting, to
be mmeﬂ in due cource, and suspond the electiom for the time being. If there
is no objsction I shsll take it the Assenbly agrees to that proposcal.
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Mumber of ballot papers: 140
Mumber of invalid ballots: 0
Husber of valid ballots: 140
Abstentionss 1
mm:mms 139
Raquixed mejority: : o3
Fuabsr of votes obtained:

Syrian Arab Republic 76

Cyprus 63

Ihe PRESIDENT: Since no cendidate has obtained the reguired two-thirds
majority, one seat still remains to be filled from among the Asian States. In
accordance with the decision taker sarlier, we shall suspend this :»Liootion and
proceed to the by-election for one member from the Socialist Status o2 Eactern
Europs. 5

The Assembly will now procesd, pursuent to rule 140 of the rulga of procedure
of the Gensral Asssmbly, to the election of one membar of the Ecouomic and Social
Council to f£ill a vacancy from the Socialist States of "Bastem Europ® brought zbout
by the accession of ths former Garmza Dcmératic Ropublic to ths Pederal Republic
of Germany. The term of office of the former German Pamocratic Republic was to
expire on 31 December 1992. The newly olected member will serve tho remainder of

that term.
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I should like to remind members of the Assembly that as of 1 January 1991
Bulgaria, Cszechoslovakia, the Ukrainiam Soviet Socialist Republic and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics will remain as members of the Bconomic and Social
Council. The names of those four States should therefore not appesr on the
ballots; nor should the nams of the State elected earlier this evening, namely
Yugoalavia,

The candidate from the Socialist States of Eastern Europe receiving the
greatest number of votes, and a two-thiras majority of those present and voting,
will be Qeclared elected. In the case of a tis vote there will bs a reatricted
ballot limited to those candiates which have cbtained an equal number of votes.

May I take it that the Ganeral Agssembly agrees to that procedure?

It was so decided.

Zhe PRESIDENT: In accordance with ruls 92 of the ruies of procedure, the
elaction shall ba held by sscret ballot =zrd there shali be no nominations.

I call on the representative of the Ukzainian Soviet Socialist Republic.

Mr. BATIOUK (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic): ©On behalf of the
regional gsographical group of the Eastera European States, I have the honour to
inform the Goneral Asgembly that this group has unanimously endorsed the
candidature of Romania for elsction to the Economic and Social Council to £il1 the
vacancy which occurrsd as a result of the accession of the German Democratic
Republic to the Faderal Repubiic of Germany on 3 October 1990.

I should 1ike to express the personal belief that this information might be
helpful in ensuring a speedy conclusion of the matter before the Asgembly late om a

Friday evening.
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Ika PRRSIDEET: Bailot papers will now be Gistributed. I regquest
represeatatives to writs cn the ballot pspers the nsme of the State for which they
want o vote. Ballot papers bearing more than one reme will bo declarsd iaveliea.
Names of Statss act from the Socialist States of Zastern Burope appearing on ballot
papers shall not Be counted at all.
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Ihe PRESIDENT: The result of the voting for a casunl vacancy oa ths
Bconowmic and Social Council ¢o De £i1led from among the Socialist States of Bastera

Eurcpe is as follows:

Humber of ballot papazs: 132

Numbex of valid ballots: 128
Abstentions: 3
Humbex of membets voting: 125
Required nrjority: 8
Humber of votes obtaineds

Romania 122

Ihe PRESIDENT: I coagratulate the Ststes that have been slected meabers

of the Economic and Sccisl Council. I thank tho teilers for their asaistsace ia
the eloction.
PROGRAMME OF WORK

Ihe PRESIDENT: As already annovnced, on Nondsy, 19 Movembor, in the
moraing. the Assembly will consider item 18, Implementaticn of the Declarstion on
the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countrios and Paoples. On Tuesdsy,
20 Novembar, in the morning, it will also considsr item 28, The situation in
Central America: threats to international pezce and security and peace
initiatives. That afterncon, ths Assesbly will take up Fourth Committoe xeports.
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(Ihe Prasident)
On Wednesday, 21 Novembsr, in the morning, the Assembly will consider item 152,
Critical sccnomic situation im Africa. On Tuesday, 27 Hovemsber, in the moraing, it
will consider itea 31, Zone of peace and co-operation ia the South Atlantics and
two sub-items of item 16 - (a), Election of twelve members of tke World Fcod
Council, and (b), Electiocn of twsnty members of the Committee for Programme and
Co-ordination. It will also consider item 7, Notification by the Secretary-General
under Articie 12, paragraph 2, of the Charter of the United Nations. On Priday,
7 December, in the morning, in additior to considering item 35, The situation in
the Middle East, the Assembly will also take up item 11, Report of the Security
Council. On Tuesday, 11 Docembor, the Assembly will consider item 33, Law of the

sea. The rest of the tentative programme of work remains unchanged.

Zhe meeting rose at 9.30 p.m.





